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of, critical studentb oi modern lustor) should be able to
see that the inadequacies oi parliamentary democracy are
inherent in itself, in the highly complicated modern
industrial society, individual citizens, particularly those
belonging to the majority labouring under economic
disadvantages, have very litilc chance of exercising effec-
tively the sovereign .right which formal!} belongs to
them. Law gives them little protection, particularly in
-critical times. It is an indisputable fact that, under the
parliamentary system, democracy cannot control the
executive. Between two elections, it is completely out of
the picture. During that period, a party having a majo-
rity in the parliament can constitutionally assume dicta-
torial power. The guarantee against such a possible
abuse of power, with democratic sanction, is not legal.
It is provided by the moral sense of the majority party.
Thus, formal parliamentarism, as such, cannot defend
democracy and guarantee civil liberties under all cir-
cumstances. Not only a Hitler rose to power "democra-
tically"; the history of the last quarter of a century
records the experience of many a country where dictator-
ships claimed democratic sanction, though they kicked
off the ladder after having attained power.

The fundamental defect of parliamentary democracy
results from the contradiction between the philosophy
and the political practice of Liberalism. While, true to
Its Humanist tradition, Liberalism proclaimed freedom
of the individual, the economic doctrine of laisser jaire,
with its political corollary, place the mAbridual in a
helpless position in the wilderness of cut-throat competi-